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Responses to Comments 

COT-1 

The proposed gate operations in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR (as described in Chapter 
2 of the Draft EIS/EIR) include maintaining flows from the San Joaquin River 
into Old River.  The tidal operation of the three agricultural tidal gates will 
provide net flows in Old River, Middle River, and Grant Line Canal that were not 
possible under the temporary barriers program.  Therefore, the proposed 
operations will provide net flows in Old River that could meet dilution 
requirements of the RWQCB.  Model runs were shared with the City’s consultant 
during the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR comment period.   

COT-2 

The memorandum from Mr. Peterson is still correct, the temporary barriers 
program causes very slow-moving water in Old River between Grant Line Canal 
and the temporary barrier near the Mountain House development.  The proposed 
operations will provide net flows in Old River and eliminate stagnant areas.  
Model runs were shared with the City’s consultant during the SDIP Draft 
EIS/EIR comment period.   

COT-3 and COT-5 

The City of Tracy WWTP dilution flow needs of 250 cfs in Old River 
downstream of Middle River were not directly discussed in the SDIP Draft 
EIS/EIR.  Tidal flows at this location will be considered in the gate operations, 
which will be directed by the GORT (see Master Response O, Gate Operations 
Review Team).  Modeling indicates that the City’s minimum dilution flow 
requirement may be possible approximately half of the time. 

COT-4 and COT-7 

Please see Master Response G, No-Barrier Conditions Compared with the No-
Action Baseline.  The City of Tracy wastewater dilution flows would be similar 
for the existing conditions (with temporary barriers) and for conditions without 
temporary barriers.  The head of Old River diversions are only slightly restricted 
by the temporary barriers in the summer.  The head of Old River fall placement 
has been the existing conditions since about 1965.  The spring barrier includes 
culverts to allow a minimum flow of about 250 cfs into Old River. 
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COT-6 

The Cumulative Impacts analysis does not include wastewater treatment plants 
located in the Delta.  The pertinent effects associated with water quality effects 
from the SDIP involve salinity and the routing of San Joaquin River water in the 
south Delta.  Although Mountain House and the City of Tracy will discharge 
increased wastewater effluent into the south Delta in the future, their treatment 
and dilution are adequate to satisfy water quality standards.  The small effects of 
the temporary barriers program on salinity are described in Master Response G, 
No-Barriers Conditions Compared with the No-Action Baseline. 

COT-8 

Please see response to comment COT-3. 



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, 
and the California Department of Water Resources 

 Regional and Local Agency 
and Indian Tribe Comments

 

 
South Delta Improvements Program 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
5-228 

December 2006

J&S 02053.02

 

Comment Letter HVT 
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Responses to Comments 

HVT-1 

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations.  Discussion of the 
possible effects of Trinity Reservoir carryover storage on fish and the potential 
effects of the SDIP on federally reserved fishing rights was not adequate. 

HVT-2 

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR focuses on the coho salmon life history and all possible 
effects the project could have on the various coho life stages, such as adult 
migration and spawning and juvenile rearing and migration.  While it is 
recognized that different species of fish have slightly different temperature 
criteria and life history timing, Chinook salmon temperature criteria were used in 
the temperature assessment as representative of migration, spawning, and rearing 
criteria for salmonids.  Steelhead have water temperature requirements similar to 
those of coho salmon.  Lamprey and sturgeon have water temperature criteria 
that are slightly warmer than for Chinook salmon. 

HVT-3 

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations. 

HVT-4 

As described in Section 6.1, the possible effects on coho salmon were evaluated 
as being representative of the other important fish species.  Because of the small 
changes in flows and temperatures simulated in the Trinity River, temperature 
criteria for the other important species were not evaluated separately. 

HVT-5 and HVT-6 

Please see Master Response N, Trinity River Operations. 

HVT-7 

The Trinity River Restoration flows were included in the 2020 baseline (Future 
No-Action) and 2020 Stage 2 SDIP alternatives.  Appendix Q provides specific 
comparisons of Trinity River operations with and without the SDIP Stage 2 
Alternative 2A. 
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HVT-8 

The Klamath River flows are not affected by SDIP alternatives.  The ongoing 
management of the Klamath and Trinity Rivers, including habitat restoration, 
water management, harvest management, and hatchery management activities, 
will provide the Hoopa Valley Tribe with their continuing federally reserved 
fishing rights. 

HVT-9 and HVT-10 

The Hoopa Valley Tribe appropriately cites in its comments CVPIA Section 
3406(b)(23) as Congressional direction insuring, “the development of 
recommendations based on the best available scientific date, regarding permanent 
instream fishery flow requirements…” and specifically directed the completion 
of the 12-year Trinity River Flow Evaluation Study (TRFES)1.  Furthermore, 
upon concurrence of the Secretary and the Hoopa Valley Tribe, this Section 
3406(b)(23) congressionally mandates the Secretary to “implement accordingly”2 
any increase to the minimum Trinity River instream fishery releases and the 
operating criteria and procedures. 

Should SDIP be realized, the CVP water it conveys will be subject to many 
authorities and constraints including provisions of Federal Law such as CVPIA, 
rules and regulations promulgated by the Secretary of the Interior, and applicable 
provisions of the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration ROD, signed by 
the Chairman of the Hoopa Valley Tribe and the Secretary of the Interior, Bruce 
Babitt, on December 19, 2000. 

As the Tribe has noted, the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration ROD 
“culminated nearly twenty years of detailed, scientific efforts, conducted over the 
course of the past four Administrations, and documents the selection of actions 
determined to be necessary and appropriate to restore and maintain the 
anadromous fishery resources of the Trinity River” and “The necessity for these 
actions results from the various statutory obligations of the Department as well as 
the federal trust responsibility to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Indian Tribes.”3 

“For reasons expressed in this ROD, the Department’s agencies are directed to 
implement the Preferred Alternative as described in the FEIS/EIR…” and “This 
alternative best meets the statutory and trust obligations of the Department to 
restore and maintain the Trinity River’s anadromous fishery resources, based on 
the best available scientific information, while also continuing to provide water 
supplies for beneficial uses and power generation as a function of Reclamation’s 
Central Valley project (CVP).”4 

                                                      
1 Section 3406(b)(23)(A) of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) P.L. 102-575 (1992). 
2 Section 3406(b)(23)(B) of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) P.L. 102-575 (1992). 
3 Paragraph 1, Page 2 from the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Record of Decision. 
4 Paragraph 2, Page 2 from the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Record of Decision. 
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The ROD “recognizes that restoration and perpetual maintenance of the Trinity 
River’s fishery resources requires rehabilitating the river itself, restoring the 
attributes that produce a healthy, functioning alluvial river system.”5 

Therefore, because (1) Reclamation’s federal trust obligations to the Hoopa 
Valley Tribe are depicted and directed in the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery 
Restoration Record of Decision and CVPIA, and that (2) SDIP must utilize CVP 
water in accordance with all applicable legal requirements, and that (3) the 
Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration ROD and the CVPIA are among 
those requirements, and that (4) the nearest Indian Trust Assets to the SDIP 
project area, in the north-of-the-Delta area, is the Colusa Rancheria (adjacent to 
the Sacramento River) located 90 miles north of the project area, and lastly (5) 
there are no Indian tribes with federally-reserved rights to the water potentially 
conveyed through the SDIP, Reclamation concludes that the SDIP will have no 
impact, direct or indirect, on the Hoopa Valley Tribe’s trust assets or the trust 
asses of any other federally-recognized tribe, and therefore no changes are made 
to the final EIS.6 

HVT-11 

The SDIP is a completely independent action from all other projects currently 
being considered and under environmental review.  Please also see Master 
Response Q, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program on San Joaquin 
River Flow and Salinity. 

                                                      
5 Paragraph 4, Page 2 from the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Record of Decision. 
6 Required statements as directed in the Environmental Compliance Memorandum No. ECM97-2, dated May 8, 
1997. 
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Comment Letter FOR/WWT 
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Responses to Comments 

FOR/WWT-1 

Section 5.3, Water Quality, of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR provides an assessment of 
the changes in water quality as a result of constructing and operating SDIP 
Stage 1 and operating SDIP Stage 2.  Tables 5.3-1 and 5.3-3 provide a summary 
of the results of the water quality assessment for Stage 1 and Stage 2, 
respectively.  As shown in Table 5.3-1, salinity would decrease in many areas of 
the south Delta under Stage 1 for both 2001 and 2020 conditions.  As shown in 
Table 5.3-3, salinity would slightly increase at the SWP Banks Pumping Plant, 
Old River at SR 4, Rock Slough, and Jersey Point under Stage 2.  However, 
salinity would decrease at CVP Tracy Pumping Plant, Old River at Tracy 
Boulevard, Middle River, and Grant Line Canal. 

Section 6.1, Fish, of the Draft EIS/EIR provides an assessment of SDIP 
construction-related and operation-related impacts on fish. 

FOR/WWT-2 

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives 
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR; Master 
Response J, Relationship between the South Delta improvements Program and 
the CALFED Record of Decision and EIS/EIR Programmatic Documents; and 
Master Response L, Relationships between the South Delta Improvements 
Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005. 

FOR/WWT-3 

In response to the issues surrounding the health of the Delta pelagic organisms, 
DWR and Reclamation have delayed making a decision on increasing CCF 
diversions to 8,500 cfs until a latter time.  Please also see Master Response B, 
Relationship between the South Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic 
Organism Decline. 

FOR/WWT-4 

Stage 1 of the SDIP includes constructing and operating the head of Old River 
fish control gate and the three flow control gates and conveyance dredging.  ESA 
and CESA compliance for Stage 1 is being address through the Action Specific 
Implementation Plan process.  DWR and Reclamation expecting the BOs for 
Stage 1 will be issued later this year. 
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Stage 2 of SDIP falls under the OCAP BOs.  Reclamation has recently reinitiated 
ESA consultation with USFWS and NMFS on the OCAP BOs. 

FOR/WWT-5 

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR includes an evaluation of the No-Action Alternative and 
five action alternatives.  Table 2-1 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR provides a 
summary of the elements that were combined to create each alternative.  The 
alternatives included a combination of gates and operational scenarios.  The 
process for developing and screening these alternatives are described in EIS/EIR 
Appendix A, “South Delta Improvements Program Alternatives Development 
and Screening.”  Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives 
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR, also 
provides a discussion of how the SDIP alternatives were developed and screened.  
Master Response L, Relationship between the South Delta Improvements 
Program and the California Water Plan Update 2005, provides a discussion of 
the consistencies between SDIP and 2005 California State Water Plan Update. 

FOR/WWT-6 

SDIP Draft EIS/EIR Section 6.1, Fish, provides an assessment of Stage 1 and 
Stage 2 impacts on Chinook salmon, steelhead, coho salmon, delta smelt, 
splittail, striped bass, green sturgeon, as well as other native and nonnative fish.  
The analysis was based, in part, on changes in reservoir storage, river flows, 
water temperature, and water quality.  Expected changes attributable to operation 
of Stage 1 and Stage 2 of the SDIP are described in Section 5.1, Water Supply 
and Management, and Section 5.3, Water Quality.  Section 6.1, Fish, includes an 
assessment of the expected changes in spawning, rearing, and migration habitat 
for the Sacramento, American, and Feather Rivers.  The analysis suggests that 
operation of SDIP Stage 2 would not substantially change the cold water storage 
in Shasta Reservoir. 

FOR/WWT-7 

The environmental justice assessment is found in Section 7.9 of the SDIP Draft 
EIS/EIR.  The assessment concluded that SDIP would not result in a 
disproportionate impact on minority or low-income communities.  Section 7.10 
provides an assessment of impacts on Indian Trust Assets.  This assessment has 
been updated based on comments received from the Hoopa Valley Tribe.  The 
impacts resulting from increasing the height of Shasta Dam was included as an 
element of the cumulative impact assessment as described in Chapter 10 of the 
Draft EIS/EIR. 
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Comment Letter ACWD 
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Responses to Comments 

ACWD-1 

The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project 
are noted. 
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Comment Letter AVEKWA 
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Response to Comments 

AVEKWA-1 

The commenter’s description of the project’s benefits and support for the project 
are noted. 
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